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Notification of the second Office Action 



1. H The examiner received the response submitted by the applicant on 2006,05.11 to the first Office 

Action and further examination as to substance has been carried out on the above-identified patent 
application for invention on this new basis. 

□ According to the Reexamination Decision made by the Patent Reexamination Board of the Patent 

Office on examination as to substance on the above-identified application has been 

resumed. 

2. Further examination as to substance has been carried out based on the documents as specified below: 

□ The amended application documents attached to the response to the previous Office Action. 

^ The application documents based on which the previous examination was carried out and the 
substitution pages attached to the response to the previous Office Action. 

□ The application documents based on which previous examination was carried out. 

□ The application documents confirmed by the Reexamination Decision. 



3. 13 No further reference documents are cited in this Office Action. 
□ Below is/are the reference document(s) cited in this Notification: 



No. 


Number(s) or Title(s) of Reference(s) 


Dale of Publication 
(or the filing date of conflicting application) 


1 




Date: Month: Year: 


2 




Date: Month: Year: 


3 




Date: Month: Year: 


4 




Date: Month: Year: 


5 




Date: Month: Year: 



4. Conclusions of the Action: 
□ On the Specification: 

□ The amendments to the description do not comply with Article 33 of the Patent Law. 

□ The subject matter contained in the application is not patentable under Article 5 of the Patent Law. 

□ The description does not comply with Article 26 paragraph 3 of the Patent Law. 

□ The draft of the description does not comply with Rule 18 of the Implementing Regulations. 
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B On the Claims: 

□ The amendments to claims do not comply with Article 33 of the Patent Law. 

13 Claim(s) 5-10 is/are not patentable under Article 25 of the Patent Law. 

S Claim(s) 1 -4 does/do not comply with the definition of inventions prescribed by Rule 2 paragraph 
1 of the Implementing Regulations. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not possess the novelty as required by Article 22 paragraph 2 of the Patent 

Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not possess the inventiveness as required by Article 22 paragraph 3 of the 

Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not possess the practical applicability as required by Article 22 paragraph 

4 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with Article 26 paragraph 4 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with Article 3 1 paragraph 1 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with the provisions of Rules 20-23 of the Implementing 

Regulations. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with Article 9 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) does/do not comply with the provisions of Rule 12 paragraph 1 of the 

. Implementing Regulations. 

The detailed explanation of the above conclusions is set forth in the text portion of the Notification. 

5. In view of the conclusions set forth above, the Examiner is of the opinion that: 

□ The applicant should make amendments to the application documents as directed in the text portion 
of the Notification. 

□ The applicant should expound in the response reasons why the application is patentable and 

make amendments to the application where there are deficiencies as pointed out in the text portion 
of the Notification, otherwise, the application will be rejected. 
13 The application contains no allowable invention, and therefore, if the applicant fails to submit 
sufficient reasons to prove that the application does have merits, it will be rejected. 

□ 

6. The followings should be taken into consideration by the applicant in making the response: 

(1) Under Article 37 of the Patent Law, the applicant should respond to the office action within 2 
months counting from the date of receipt of the Notification. If, without any justified reason, the 
time limit is not met, the application shall be deemed to have been withdrawn. 

(2) Any amendments to the application should be in conformity with the provisions of Article 33 of the 
Patent Law. Substitution pages should be in duplicate and the format of the substitution should be in 
conformity with the relevant provision contained in "The Examination Guidelines". 

(3) The response to the Notification and/or revision of the application should be mailed to or handed 
over to the "Reception Division" of the Patent Office, and documents not mailed or handed over to 
the Reception Divisions have no legal effect. 

(4) Without an appointment, the applicant and/or his agent shall not interview with the Examiner in the 
Patent Office. 

7. This Notification contains a text portion of 5 pages and the following attachments: 

□ cited reference^), totaling pages. □ 



Examination Dept. Examiner: . Seal of the Examination Department 
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Text of the Second Office Action 

Application No. 200410007269.9 

The applicant submitted the observations and the amended application 
documents on May 11, 2006. Specifically, the applicant amended the claims 
and made corresponding amendments to the part "summary of the invention" 
of the description. Of the claims, claims 6-8 are deleted, new claims 1 and 3 
are formed by adding claims 2 and 4 respectively to claims 1 and 3, and added 
the phrase "for realizing a drag and drop operation on a real three-dimensional 
space" to all the subject matter claimed by the independent claims. After 
reading the above documents, the examiner continues the examination of this 
application and thinks that this application still has no prospect to be granted a 
patent right. The reasons are as follows. 

1. Claim 1 does not comply with Rule 2.1 of the IRCPL (Implementing 
Regulations of the Chinese Patent Law). 

Claim 1 claims an information management apparatus. Reference 1 
V^y^V^ ^(CN 1346474 A) has disclosed a system and method for accessing local 
information, and has specifically revealed the following technical features (see 
Claim 1, 2 and Figs. 1-3 of Reference 1): a local information searching system, 
comprising: a server computer, a plurality of consumer computers and a 
plurality of information provider computers, the information provider computer 
providing various information, the consumer computer including a 
communication device for communicating with said server computer 
(corresponding to the signal transmission means in the present application); 
input means for receiving a geographic area input by the consumer computer 
(corresponding to the output request receiving means and the image data 
receiving means) and for storing the searching geographic area input by the 
user; a remote query means (corresponding to the output destination 
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information retrieval means) for transmitting the stored judge criteria and 
searching geographic area to said server computer to query the database; and 
a GPS destination data output means (corresponding to the information output 
means) for outputting query results of the query means to the consumer 
computer, wherein the server computer comprises a database (corresponding 
to the information storage means) for storing information data including an 
identifier of the information provider, a position of the information, and a 
description of other information. The server computer comprises the database, 
input means and remote query means, which respectively correspond to the 
information storage means, information acquisition means and retrieval means 
of Claim 1 . 

Claim 1 differs from Reference 1 in that, (1) the information management 
apparatus in Claim 1 also comprises identification information acquisition 
means for analyzing image data transmitted from said portable terminal in 
response to said inquiry signal and received by said image data receiving 
means, and for acquiring identification information relevant to an output 
apparatus, involved in said image data, while Reference 1 does not explicitly 
indicate that it comprises such information acquisition means. However, the 
input means for receiving the geographic area input by the consumer computer 
must identify the received information so as to obtain the meaning of the 
information conveyed from the consumer computer. Therefore, the above 
technical feature can be directly derived from Reference 1; (2) the output 
apparatus information storage means stores information relevant to an output 
apparatus including image data, while the data stored in the database in 
Reference 1 are information data relative to an identifier of information provider, 
a position of the information, and a description of other information. That is to 
say, the difference only lies in storing data of different contents and types; (3) 
although the data contents processed by the database, input means and 
remote query means contained in the server computer are different from those 
processed by the information storage means, information acquisition means 
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and retrieval means disclosed in Claim 1, the above means perform 
completely the same functions. 

It can be seen that, the technical solution of Reference 1 has revealed all 
the hardware construction of Claim 1. Claim 1 differs from the above 
mentioned most related prior art only in that, the information management 
apparatus system in Claim 1 is used for processing particular information 
(specifically, goods information in the present application) so as to realize the 
real commercial output business, that is, "for realizing a drag and drop 
operation on a real three-dimensional space" recited in the Claims. That 
is to say, Claim 1 simply applies the existing system which performs 
information delivery and generalization and analysis over network and 
performs Query to management and Query of merchandise goods, utilizes the 
feature that the computer is rapid, efficient and capable of processing mass 
data in place of manual operation, stores, generalizes and queries goods 
information by taking advantage of the facile and in-time processing feature of 
the network, thereby enabling the user to choose goods remotely and in-time 
according his demands. Therefore, the contribution made by the content 
sought to be protected in Claim 1 to the prior art only lies in processing the 
data relevant to goods information by using a well known system, thereby 
enabling shortcut and accurate network-based purchase of goods. Since the 
solved problem and the created effect only relate to information processing 
and query by using the features of the computer and network, they are not 
technical, and substantively relate to a commercial method for managing 
merchandise goods. In summary, although the content sought to be protected 
in Claim 1 adopts a certain technical measure, it makes a non-technical 
contribution to the most related prior art in terms of the solved problem and the 
created effect. Therefore, the content as claimed in Claim 1 is not a technical 
solution as stipulated in Rule 2.1 of the IRCPL 



2. The solution as claimed in Claim 2 does not comply with Rule 2.1 of the 
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IRCPL 

Claim 2 claims an information management apparatus. Reference 1 has 
disclosed most of the technical features of Claim 2 (see the comments on 
Claim 1). 

Claim 2 differs from Reference 1 in that, (1) the information management 
apparatus in Claim 2 also comprises the identification information acquisition 
means and the converting means for converting identification information into 
global identification information, while Reference 1 does not explicitly indicate 
that it comprises such information acquisition means and converting means. 
However, the input means for receiving the geographic area input by the 
consumer computer must identify the received information so as to obtain the 
meaning of the information conveyed from the consumer computer, and the 
input means in Reference 1 outputs GPS information. Therefore, the above 
technical features can be directly derived from Reference 1; (2) the output 
apparatus information storage means stores information relevant to an output 
apparatus including image data, while the data store in the database in 
Reference 1 are information data relative to an identifier of information provider, 
a position of the information, and a description of other information. That is to 
say, the difference only lies in storing data of different contents; (3) although 
the data contents processed by the database, input means and remote query 
means contained in the server computer are different from those processed by 
the information storage means, information acquisition means and retrieval 
means disclosed in Claim 2, the above means perform completely the same 
functions. 

It can be seen that, the technical solution of Reference 1 has revealed all 
the hardware construction of Claim 2. Claim 2 differs from the above 
mentioned most related prior art only in that, the information management 
apparatus system in Claim 2 is used for processing particular information 
(specifically, goods information in the present application), while the local 
information searching system in Reference 1 is used for managing other 
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information. Although the content sought to be protected in Claim 2 adopts a 
certain technical measure, it makes a non-technical contribution to the most 
related prior art in terms of the solved problem and the created effect (see the 
comments on Claim 1). Therefore, the content as claimed in Claim 2 is not a 
technical solution as stipulated in Rule 2.1 of the IRCPL. 

3. The solutions as claimed in Claims 3-4 do not comply with Rule 2.1 of 
the IRCPL. 

Claim 3 claims an information management apparatus comprising output 
apparatus information storage means, output request receiving means, 
identification information acquisition means, output destination information 
retrieval means and information output means (i.e. a part of the means in 
Claim 1 ). Reference 1 has disclosed most of the technical features of Claim 3 
(see the comments on Claim 1). Claim 3 differs from Reference 1 in that, (1) 
the information management apparatus in Claim 3 also comprises the 
identification information acquisition means, while Reference 1 does not 
explicitly indicate that it comprises such information acquisition means. 
However, the input means for receiving the geographic area input by the 
consumer computer must identify the received information so as to obtain the 
meaning of the information conveyed from the consumer computer, and the 
input means in Reference 1 outputs GPS information. Therefore, the above 
technical feature can be directly derived from Reference 1; (2) the output 
apparatus information storage means stores information relevant to an output 
apparatus, while the database in Reference 1 stores information data including 
an identifier of information provider, a position of the information, and a 
description of other information. That is to say, the difference only lies in 
storing data of different contents. 

It can be seen that, the technical solution of Reference 1 has revealed all 
the hardware construction of Claim 3. Claim 3 differs from the above 
mentioned most related prior art only in that, the information management 
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apparatus system in Claim 3 is used for processing particular information 
(specifically, goods information in the present application) so as to realize the 
real commercial output business, that is, "for realizing a drag and drop 
operation on a real three-dimensional space" recited in Claim 1. Although 
the content sought to be protected in Claim 3 adopts a certain technical 
measure, it makes a non-technical contribution to the most related prior art in 
terms of the solved problem and the created effect (see the comments on 
Claim 1). Therefore, the content as claimed in Claim 3 is not a technical 
solution as stipulated in Rule 2.1. of the IRCPL. 

For the same reason, although the content sought to be protected in the 
new Claim 4 (corresponding to the original Claim 9) adopts a certain technical 
measure, it makes a non-technical contribution to the most related prior art in 
terms of the solved problem and the created effect (see the comments on 
Claim 1). Therefore, the content as claimed in Claim 4 is not a technical 
solution as stipulated in Rule 2.1 of the IRCPL 

4. Claims 5-10 falls into the circumstances as stipulated in Art.25.1 (2) of 
the CPL (Chinese Patent Law). 

Claim 5 claims an information outputting method. Reference 1 
(CN1346474A) has disclosed a system and method for accessing local 
information, and has specifically revealed most of the technical features (see 
the comments in the first Office Action). Claim 5 differs from the above 
mentioned most related prior art only in that, the information outputting method 
in Claim 5 is used for processing particular information (specifically, goods 
information in the present application) so as to realize the real commercial 
output business, that is, "for realizing a drag and drop operation on a 
real three-dimensional space" recited in the claims, while the local 
information searching system in Reference 1 is used for managing other 
information. That is to say, Claim 5 simply applies the existing system which 
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performs information delivery and generalization and analysis over network 
and performs query to management and query of merchandise goods, utilizes 
the feature that the computer is rapid, efficient and capable of processing mass 
data in place of manual operation, stores, generalizes and gueries ooods 
information bv taking advantage of the facile and in-time processing feature of 
the network, thereby enabling the user to choose goods remotely and in-time 
according his demands. Therefore, the contribution made by the content 
sought to be protected in Claim 5 to the prior art only lies in processing the 
data relevant to goods information by using a well known system, thereby 
enabling shortcut and accurate network-based purchase of goods. Since the 
solved problem and the created effect only relate to information processing 
and query by using the features of the computer and network, they are not 
technical, and substantively relate to a commercial method for managing 
merchandise goods. In summary, although the content sought to be protected 
in Claim 5 adopts a certain technical measure, it makes a non-technical 
contribution to the most related prior art in terms of the solved problem and the 
created effect. Therefore, the content as claimed in Claim 5 falls into the 
mental activities as stipulated in Art.25.1 (2) of the CPL. 

Claims 6-10 also respectively claim an information outputting method in 
an information output system. Similarly to Claim 5, Claims 6-10 also 
respectively comprise the steps of data transmission, information acquisition, 
retrieval, inquiry, transmission and output, etc. Reference 1 has also disclosed 
(or can directly derive) the above technical features of the above claims. The 
difference between the above claims and the prior art only lies in a commercial, 
non-technical application. Since the solved problem and the created effect only 
relate to commercial information processing and query by using the features of 
the computer and network, they are not technical, and substantively relate to a 
commercial method for managing merchandise goods. In summary, although 
the content sought to be protected in Claims 6-10 adopts a certain technical 
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measure, they make a non-technical contribution to the most related prior art in 
terms of the solved problem and the created effect. Therefore, the contents as 
claimed in Claims 6-10 fall into the mental activities as stipulated in Art.25.1 (2) 
of the CPL 

For the above reasons, the present application can not be allowed. 
Meanwhile, there is no other patentable substantive content in the specification. 
Therefore, even if the applicant amends the application document, the 
application still has no prospect to be granted a patent right. If the applicant 
fails to present convincing arguments within the response time limit as 
specified in this notification, the application will be rejected. 

Examiner: ZHANG Ying 
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